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Solid lines depict recommendations for additions to or deletions lrom 
the Coastal Barrier Resources System. (Section 10 of P.l. 97 - 348.) 

Dash lines depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System, !or reference purposes only 

Dotted lines depict approximate boundaries of an undeveloped coastal 
barrier that is "othetwise protected" or a military or coast guard 
property. 

Iii 
Base Map is 1he U.S. Goolog1cal Survey 1:25,000 scale quadrangle. 
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Solid lines depict recommendations for additions to or deletions from 
the Coastal Barrier Resources System. (Section 10 of P.L. 97 - 348.) 

Dash lines depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System, for reference purposes only. 

Dotted lines depict approximate boundaries of an undeveloped coastal 
barrier that is "otherwise protected" or a military or coast guard 
property. 

Base Map is the U.S. GeologIcal Survey 1:25,000 scale quadrangle 
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Solid lines depict recommendations for additions to or deletions from 
the Coastal Barrier Resources Syslem, (Section 10 of PL 97 - 348.) 

Dash lines dep;c1 approximate boundaries of existing units in the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System, tor reference purposes only 

Dotted lines depict approximate boundaries of an undeveloped coastal 
barrier that is "otherwise protected" or a military or coast guard 
property. 

Base Map ;s the U.S. Geological Survey 1:25,000 scale quadrangle 



C34 - HORSENECK BEACH 

State Position: The State of Massachusetts 
supports the CBRS expansion; however, no po­
sition on this particular unit was expressed. 

Other Comments: Two letters were received 
requesting deletion of a five-lot, 
divided parcel on Horseneck Beach from 
existing CBRS unit. The two letters 
reprinted below. 

THOMPSON, RfED & BOYCE, P.C. 
ATTORt;t:vs AT t.AW 
10 IWIITH .,,._,N STRUT 

PO IIOA1QVI: 3288 
CH.tl!LE$f !IUO 
GroRGf II. toYCt 

F"-U.111V(R,¥>.SSACHVS/iTTSOZ72.Mlll11'. 3288 nc 678,3&<3 

The Coastal Barriers Study Group 
Department of the Interior 
P,O. Box 37127 
Washington, DC 20013-7127 

RE: Cory Property Trust 

Gentlemen: 

ARUC00-£6'1 

April 23, 1987 

This letter is submitted in response to invitation for 
public comment on proposed new maps whicb we understand will 
expand the total area covered by the Coastal Barrier Resouces 
Act from 453,000 to 1.4 million acres and will affect lands 
next to Horseneck Beach in Westport, ~assachusetts. 

I am deeply concerned and opposed to the proposed action 
inasmuch as l serve as Trustee of the Cory Property Trust 
which owns over 26 acres of land in the Horseneck Point area 
which would be affected by your proposal as highlighted in red 
on the enclosed map. This land has already been divided into 
eight house lots and building plans are in progress. 

We are strongly in favor of protecting our natural 
resources in general and more particularly, our coastal areas. 
The key question is, how such protection can be achieved without 
adversely affecting the rights of existing property owners. 

We believe that it is fundamentally unfair to owners of 
coastal lands to impose or to expand any system which will have 
the effect of diminishing the value of their .properties. 
However laudable the purpose may be of protecting these areas, 
the fact of the matter is that such new limitations amount to 
a form of indirect land taking without compensation. In my 
opinion, such an approach will damage the goals of fair dealing 
and cooperation with coastal land owners which our Government 
should strive to promote. 

sub-
the 
are 

Response: All of C34 fully met DOI's defini­
tions of "undeveloped" in 1982. Deve 1 opment 
since 1982 is not justification for deletion 
from the CBRS. 

DOI Recommendation: The DOI recommends add-
ing the associated aquatic habitat to the 
existing CBRS unit. No deletions from the 
unit are justified. 

The Coastal Barriers Study Group 
Page Two 
April 20, 1987 

A better approach, I believe, would be to develop a system 
of incentives and goals which would reward landowners for 
limiting perceived undesirable development of their property. 
Rather than stripping landowners of traditional prerogatives of 
ownership, this approach using techniques such as conservation 
easements, tax incentives or fair compensation for purchased 
properties would better develop a partnership between the 
public and private sectors to assure that desired goals are 
achieved. 

For these reasons, we are strongly opposed to the expan­
sion of the areas to be covered by the Coastal Barrier Resources 
Act and hope that a more even-handed approach will he developed 
to better protect the interests of all taxpayers, I would be 
willing to come to Washington in person to give testimonv on 
these matters if it would be helpful to the Study Group.· 

GRB:sas 
Enc. 
cc: Michael Thompson 

Robert Kirsh, Esq. 

Very truly yours, 

TilOMPSON, REED & BOYCE, P,C. 

George R, Boyce 
Trustee of Cory Property Trust 

fl 
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June 22, 1987 

Coastal Barriers Study Group 
o.s. Department of the Interior 
National Park Service - 498 
1375 K Street 
Hamilton Building, 4th Floor 
Washington, o.c. 20240 

Re: Coastal Barrier Resource System 
Recommended Deletion from Unit C34, 
Westport, Massachusetts 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

-·H'"""'" (,H,O< 
'"H PO .. l,es,. .. ,. •V< " .. 
.... H, .. a,o .. , 0C >OOC• 

'"''' ....... .. 
e••" ""'""'" "''°""'"''"'' ,.,_ ... ., 

On behalf of the Cory Property Trust, the owner of lots 382-
386 on Cherry and Webb Lane in Westport, Massachusetts, I request 
that you delete a small, road-side portion of each of those lots 
from the Coastal Barrier Resources Act System. The details of and 
justification for this request are set out below. 

Recommended Action: 

We recommend the deletion of a small area of private property 
from CBRS Unit C34 in Westport, Massachusetts {see attached maps), 
The specific area consists of portions of five (SJ subdivided lots 
(lots 382-386) on the south side of Cherry and Webb Lane. We 
request that this deletion extend from Cherry and Webb Lane to a 
line drawn {generally in an East-West direction) parallel to and 
approximately 2S0 feet south of Cherry and Hebb Lane to the 
present Northern terminus of this section of CBRS Unit C34, This 
recommended deletion is shown on the attached maps. 

Justification: 

The area proposed for deletion is sandwiched between long­
existing areas of development on this relatively stable coastal 
barrier. Several structures, consisting of a mix of seasonal and 
year-round homes sit on the properties which form the Western 
boundary of the area proposed for deletion. That development 
extends beyond (to the South of) the proposed Southern boundary of 

coastal Barriers s· dy Group 
June 22, 1987 
Page 2 

the area proposed for deletion. Similarly, the properties to the 
East of the area proposed for deletion also contain seasonal and 
year-round homes. These homes have had no noticeable adverse 
affect on the resources of the coastal barrier or on its 
stability. 

This land is not in a high hazard or hazard prone area, 
Rather it is several hundred feet landward of a major barrier dune 
system which has elevations of over SO feet above sea level. 
After deletion, a minimum of 200 feet of mature forest would 
provide a buffer between the proposed area for deletion and the 
dune and beach area. All portions of the buffer zone, dune area 
and beach would remain in the system. 

The Horseneck Beach Coastal Barrier would not be adversely 
affected by this minor deletion. The buffer from the Southern 
boundary of the deleted portions of the lots on the ocean side 
will be over l,000 feet, and a Northern buffer, extending to the 
Westport River, will be over 300 feet. 

If the secretary deletes these roadside portions of lots 382-
386 from CBRS Unit C34, that action will be consistent with the 
statute and purposes underlying the Coastal Barrier Resources Act 
System. Any alteration or development of the deleted property 
must comply with the requirements of the Massachusetts Wetlands 
Protection Act and the recently amended regulations promulgated 
under the Act. Moreover, any such action would be subject to 
public review and comment before local officials and the 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Quality Engineering. 

Thank you for your attention. Please contact me if you have 
questions regarding any of the above. 

1!:!Jcr·· 
Robert c. Kirsch 

RCK/dmm 
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II 



-- ,ft -

Report to Congress on the Coastal Barrier Resources System 
UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THIE INTERIOR 

Mapped, edited and published 
by the Coastal Barriers Study Group 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

1000 0 ~-
' 

QUADRANGLE 

FALL RIVER 
MASSACHUSETTS 

SCALE 

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000. 7000 FEET 

5 0 1 KILOMETER 

Solid fines depict recommendations for additions to or deletions from 
the Coastal Barrier Resources System. (Section 10 of PL 97 - 348.) 

Dash lines depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System, for reference purposes only. 
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property. 

Base Map is the U.S. Geological Survey !:25,000 scale quadrangle. 


	Scan003.PDF
	Scan004.PDF



